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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to argument 

The amendment filed on 10-27-2008 has been entered and considered. 
Claims 6-15 and 20-25 are pending in this application. 
Claims 6-15 and 20-25 remain rejected as discussed below. 

Response to Arguments 
1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 6-1 5 and 20-25 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection, see below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 
1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claim(s) 11-15 and 20-25 is/are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as not falling 
within one of the four statutory categories of invention. While the claims recite a series 
of steps or acts to be performed, a statutory "process" under 35 U.S.C. 101 must (1) be 
tied to another statutory category (such as a particular apparatus), or (2) transform 
underlying subject matter (such as an article or material) to a different state or thing. 
The instant claims neither transform underlying subject matter nor positively tie to 
another statutory category that accomplishes the claimed method steps, and therefore 
do not qualify as a statutory process. The claims do not qualify as statutory process 
because they are directed to an abstract idea and recite purely mental steps. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 6, 7, 9-12, 14, 15, 20-22, 24 and 25are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Ketcham (US 6,721,334). 

Regarding claims 6, 1 1 and 20. Ketcham discloses an apparatus for generating 
an aggregation packet in a communication system (see figs 3 and 4, and col. 2, lines 46- 
55). the apparatus comprises: a buffer manager for storing a plurality of data packets 
(fig. 3 and 4. routers 308-312); and an aggregation module for receiving the plurality of 
data packets from the buffer manager and aggregating at least two data packets having 
a same destination address among the plurality of received data packets to form a 
single aggregated packet (see figs 3 and 4, and col. 2, lines 46-55. Routers 308 receives 
packets and aggregates them as long as they have the same destination), wherein a 
header of each of the at least two data packets includes length information and a 
destination address (see figs 3 and 4, and col.2, lines 46-55 and col. 2 line 60- col. 3, line 
6, see col. 7, lines 43-52. The system uses IP packet which must have and header 
length and destination address sections within), and a header of the aggregated packet 
includes a destination address which is identical to the destination address included in 
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the header of the at least two data packets (see figs 3 and 4, and col. 2, lines 46-55, the 
aggregated packet includes the same destination as of the combined packets because 
the system requires that the combined packets must have the same address). 

Regarding claims 7, 12 and 22. Ketcham discloses that the at least data packets 
have identical quality of service information (the aggregated packets are aggregated 
based on the destination address factor, which is considered as a QOS parameter). 

Regarding claim 21 . Ketcham discloses a method wherein receiving the plurality 
of packets includes receiving quality of service information associated with the packets 
(see figs 3 and 4, and col.2, lines 46-55 and col. 2 line 60- col. 3, line 6, see col. 7, lines 
43-52). 

Regarding claims 9, 10, 14, 15 and 24-25. Ketcham discloses a method wherein 
the header of the aggregation packet further includes the length information of each of 
the at least two packets (see col. 3 lines 1-5). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 8, 13 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Ketcham in View of the APA (admitted prior art) of the current application. 

Regarding claims 8, 13 and 23. Ketcham discloses all the limitations of the 
claimed invention with the exception that the aggregated packet includes a data section 
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corresponding to each of the at least two data packets. However, APA discloses the 
possibility of including a data section that corresponds to each of the data packets in the 
aggregated packet (Fig. 2). Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to include a section of each data packet within 
the aggregated packet, as taught by APA, of Ketcham for the purpose of organizing the 
aggregated packet and using the communication bandwidth efficiently. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See PTO-892. 

Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the references 
applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although the specified 
citations are representative of the teachings of. The art and are applied to specific 
limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as well. It is 
respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing responses, to fully consider the 
references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well 
as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 

In the case of amending the claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure 
relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds 
of the claimed invention. 

When responding to this office action, applicants are advised to clearly point out 
the patentable novelty which they think the claims present in view of the state of the art 
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disclosed by the references cited or the objections made. Applicants must also show 
how the amendments avoid such references or objections. See 37C.F.R 1.111 (c). In 
addition, applicants are advised to provide the examiner with the line numbers and 
pages numbers in the application and/or references cited to assist examiner in locating 
the appropriate paragraphs. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MOUNIR MOUTAOUAKIL whose telephone number is 
(571)270-1416. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday (1pm-4: 
30pm) Eastern Time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on 571-272-3088. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2419 



